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AGENDA FOR EXAMINER INTERVIEW FOR S/N 10/660,819 



1) The 103 Rejections based on Rico 

(a) Rico teaches determining thicknesses, normalizing thickness values and histogramming 
pixel intensity values (which purportedly can be converted to thickness values). 
However, these steps are never performed on or for the same object. The thicknesses of 
a three-dimensional triangular phantom are determined, and used to with a mammogram 
of a breast phantom to create a phantom thickness map object. The values of this 
phantom thickness map object are normalized to the thickness readout of the 
mammographic system. But, the only histogram computed in the Rico scheme involves a 
digital mammogram of a women's breast— which is unrelated to either of the 
aforementioned phantoms. 

Accordingly, if the object is the breast phantom or the three-dimensional triangular 
phantom, then Rico does not teach the claimed feature of "generating a thickness 
histogram for the object from the normalized values", as a histogram is never 
computed for either of these phantoms. And, if on the other hand, it is supposed that the 
breast imaged in the digital mammogram is the claimed object, then Rico does not teach 
either of the claimed features of "determining the thickness of the object along each of 
a prescribed number of parallel rays directed through the object in the direction under 
consideration" or "normalizing the determined thickness values of the object ". This is 
because the only thickness determination along rays through an object and normalizing 
of thickness values taught in Rico involve the aforementioned phantoms. 



(b) If Claim 1 was amended to read "determining the thickness of the object along each of a 
prescribed number of parallel rays directed through the object in the direction under 
consideration, normalizing the determined thickness values of the object , and 
generating a thickness histogram for the obiect from the normalized values" would this 
clarify the difference between the claimed object representation process and the process 
taught in Rico, as described above. 



